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PROCEEDINGS OF THE AMERICAN PHILOSOPH- 
ICAL ASSOCIATION: THE SIXTH ANNUAL 
MEETING, COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY, NEW 
YORK, DECEMBER 27 and 28, 1906. 

Report of the Secretary. 

THE sixth annual meeting of the American Philosophical 
Association was held at Columbia University on Decem- 
ber 27 and 28, 1906. At the business meeting it was voted to 
accept the invitation of Cornell University to hold the next an- 
nual meeting in Ithaca next December. A vote of thanks to the 
President and Trustees of Columbia University for their kind 
hospitality was heartily passed. 

The Treasurer's report was submitted and approved, and is as 
follows : 

John Grier Hibben, Secretary and Treasurer, in Account 
with the American Philosophical Association. 

Receipts. 

Balance on hand at last report $142.61 

Received from dues 134-26 

Total #276.87 

Expenses. 

Proceedings of the Association $19.00 

Printing and stationery 20.75 

Clerical aid 6.50 

Travelling expenses 3.80 

Stenographer 22.41 

Stamps and express 4.80 

Telegrams .50 

Harvard smoker 21.67 

#99-43 
Balance on hand 177.44 

Total #276.87 
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The following were elected officers of the Association for the 
coming year : President, Professor H. N. Gardiner, of Smith 
College ; Vice-President, Professor Ralph Barton Perry, of Har- 
vard University ; Secretary-Treasurer, Professor Frank Thilly, of 
Cornell University. Members of the Executive Committee for 
two years : Professor Herbert G. Lord, of Columbia University, 
and Professor Charles M. Bakewell, of Yale University. Mem- 
ber of the Executive Committee for one year : Professor Ernest 
Albee, of Cornell University. 

The following were elected members of the Association : Dr. 
Roswell P. Angier, Yale Universtiy ; Professor William Adams 
Brown, Union Theological Seminary ; Dr. Morris R. Cohen, 
Columbia University ; Professor Herbert E. Cushman, Tufts 
College ; Professor W. B. Lane, Lynchburg, Va. ; Professor 
Herbert Martin, New York Training School for Teachers ; Pro- 
fessor Geo. H. Mead, Chicago University ; Professor John M. 
Mecklin, Lafayette College ; Dr. Benj. Rand, Harvard Uni- 
versity ; Dr. Frances H. Rousmaniere, Mt. Holyoke College ; 
Mr. Walter L. Sheldon, Ethical Society of St. Louis ; Professor 
Norman Smith, Princeton University ; Professor E. D. Star- 
buck, University of Iowa ; Professor Wm. James Taylor, Brook- 
lyn Training School for Teachers. 

The following are abstracts of the papers read at the sessions 
of the Association : 

The Energies of Men. William James. 

[The President's Address, which appears in full in this num- 
ber (January, 1907) of the Philosophical Review.] 

Some Points of Contact Between Music and the Emotions. 

Halbert Hains Britan. 

The philosophy of music is still proverbially vague and ob- 
scure. For the student of aesthetics, the crux of the whole 
problem concerns the content of this art. Does music find its 
real aesthetic value in arousing and stimulating the emotions, or 
is its function merely to please by the changing tones of melodic 
and harmonic progression? The literature on the subject, 
though scant, favors the latter hypothesis. The object of this 
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paper is to show that there are so many points of contact between 
music and the emotions that the so-called ' expressionist's ' posi- 
tion is tenable. There are two aspects of the aesthetic study of 
music which must be kept clearly distinct. Music as an art has 
a tremendous impressiveness, due to the medium in which the 
musician expresses his ideas. Sounds are normally more excit- 
ing emotionally than color and form. The ultimate explanation 
of this ' dramatic ' power of music, therefore, the source of its 
popularity and of its power over the mind, will be physiological 
and biological as well as psychological. Under this head will 
come pitch, rhythm in its primitive forms, the major and minor 
modes, and all those variations in intensity, tempo, and timbre 
which form the technique of musical expression. All these 
have power to influence the feeling consciousness. But, besides 
these elements, a musical composition shows those architectonic 
attributes which in the other arts are the criteria of their artistic 
excellence. Such, for example, are unity in thought and design, 
strength and grace in expression, and originality and significance 
in the musical thought expressed. Here the problem of the 
emotional content is identical with the same problem in litera- 
ture or in painting. There are two principal considerations 
which serve to make all of these factors in music of great emo- 
tional significance. In the first place, the conceptual vague- 
ness of the organic factors and of all musical ideas serves to 
heighten the feeling accompaniment. They are not expressive 
but suggestive ; hence they allow a free play of the imagination 
and of association controlled by emotional congruity. Then 
again, and this is a point of extreme importance, these factors or 
symbolic elements are not static, but are all inherently and un- 
alterably dynamic. They are fitted, therefore, as are the symbols 
of no other art, to accord with the emotional phases of conscious- 
ness. Because they are dynamic and not static, they compel an 
answering response in that most motile aspect of consciousness, 
the emotions. 

The Concreteness of Thought. George H. Sabine. 

Philosophical thinkers are now generally agreed that only 
experience is real, and this only in proportion as it is concrete ; 



No. I.] AMERICAN PHILOSOPHICAL ASSOCIATION. 53 

but there are great differences between current conceptions of 
concrete experience and of the relation of thought to the con- 
crete. An examination of concrete experience shows that it pos- 
sesses the character of immediacy, but that the immediate must 
be further qualified as the individual, as that which possesses the 
richest possible content. Individuality, however, implies a posi- 
tion in an organized system, for an individual is constituted not 
by isolation but by functional relation to a systematic whole. 
The conception of organic unity is equally a postulate of general- 
izing thought, for true generalization must reach real synthetic 
principles. It appears, therefore, that the attempt to define the 
concrete cannot stop short of an experience in which universality 
and individuality are at once completely satisfied, an experience 
in which perfect integration is combined with perfect differentia- 
tion. Only the Absolute, therefore, is fully concrete, and for 
finite experience the Absolute can be only an ideal of perfected 
rationality. Such an ideal, however, is organic to our actual 
experience because it is an ideal which we may progressively 
realize. The concreteness which we attribute to actual experi- 
ence rests on the fact that this experience is always partially 
organized. If this were not the case, thought could never find a 
problem, for logical organization always takes its rise within a 
potential system. Thought, therefore, is to be conceived as a 
function of concrete rationality by which experience is at once 
universalized and individualized ; it is the means by which we 
realize in finite experience some measure of that ideally rational 
experience which is truth. The abstractness which character- 
izes conceptual thinking in general, and scientific procedure espe- 
cially, is always a means to the attainment of concrete reason- 
ableness. Abstraction is merely the simplification of a problem, 
which remains to be solved by the logical unification of the 
experience. The abstract sciences get their validity solely from 
the fact that they contribute to the rationality of experience as a 
whole. If this conception of thought is correct, it follows : (i) 
that the notion of a pure experience must be given up ; (2) that 
no distinction in principle can be made between reflective and 
constitutive thought ; (3) that reality is to be conceived not as 
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pure experience, but as the ideally rational experience which is 
the goal of thought. 

The Nature of Explanation. Walter T. Marvin. 

Explanation is an analysis of a whole into parts, or of a com- 
plexity into elements that are simpler and whose relations are 
simpler. Four processses are involved in the growth of infor- 
mation : new sensations, association, analytic attention, and com- 
parison. Of these, the two latter are preeminently the cognitive 
processes ; that is to say, analysis of the apprehended content, 
together with comparison of the elements, is the special work of 
knowledge. Analysis of the content of apprehension finds these 
terms and relations, and judgment may be defined as the assertion 
of a relation between terms. Thus explanation differs from the 
two other stages of knowledge merely in thoroughness. Two 
distinct processes are denoted by the term analysis in the defi- 
nition given above : (i) Substitution of one content for another, 
which seems to us a better or truer presentation or representation 
of it. Such substitution is employed at various stages and in 
many forms ; e. g., in the preference for the content as focused 
in attention ; in the apprehension . of the standard form of an 
object instead of its appearance in perspective, at a distance, etc.; 
in the substitution of the object as seen under the microscope 
for it as seen by the naked eye ; finally, in the substitution of the 
abstract entities and symbols of physical and chemical speculation 
for the objects and events as usually perceived. The work of ex- 
planation, however, lies properly within the content selected, be 
it a substituted one or not. (2) Analysis proper is the work of 
analytic attention, (a) What is meant by the term ' simple,' 
and are there ' absolute simples ' ? By simple is meant the prod- 
uct of analytic attention ; and the fact that this analysis, as it 
proceeds, meets ever increasing difficulty indicates real limits (on 
whose borders we seem to be working) to such analysis, i. e., 
the absolute simple, (b) We have indicated in the definition two 
distinct kinds of explanation : First, analysis of whole in parts ; 
secondly, of complexities into their elements. The first leads to 
some form of atomic hypothesis ; the second, to abstract general 
laws. Of atomic hypotheses, again, there are two distinct types : 
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First, where the part retains enough characteristics to be a per- 
ceivable entity, thinkable as existing independently or apart from 
the compound, e, g., the blood corpuscle ; second, where so 
much has been abstracted from the entity that we could not 
(from what we know of human perception) regard it as perceiv- 
able, e. g., mass particle, the ether, etc. Hence, if we mean 
by existent that which admits of possible perception, such 
abstract entities do not exist, or, at any rate, exist only in the 
broader sense in which any abstraction (e. g., red, weight, 
numerals, etc.) may be said to exist. There is danger in physical 
and chemical science of surreptitiously implying that abstract 
entities have characteristics that would make them perceivable, 
though such characters are denied them by definition. In the 
broad sense of the term symbolic, such entities are only symbols. 
The analysis of complexities into elements gives us abstract 
general laws. As all elements whatsoever have their relations, 
the field of these laws includes all qualities, whether (so-called) 
primary or secondary. The distinction between these two types 
of quality or property is the extensity and other scientific value 
of the relations obtaining between them. All explanation is 
description, and its ideal is economic description (Avenarius). 
Its entities and abstracted properties are to be thought of not as 
existing apart from or behind the concrete, but merely as points 
in the concrete upon which analytic attention has been focused. 
Atomism, as a theory of real existence, has its definite limitations, 
i. e., possible perception. Atomism, however, as a methodo- 
logical instrument, may proceed to abstract entities. 

A New Form of the Syllogistic Canon. John Grier Hibben. 

[On account of the technical character of the subject, no ab- 
stract of this paper has been furnished. It will, however, be 
published in full in a later number of the Review.] 
The Aims and Results of the Society for Psychical Research. 

J. H. Hyslop. 

[No abstract furnished.] 

The View that Reality is Control. Guy A. Tawney. 

( I ) In the world of thought, reality is said to be that which 
controls in the further activities of experience. This is instru- 
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mental idealism. Reality is made of no other stuff than valid 
judgments. Judgment is a process through which reality evolves. 
Objection is made that this is subjectivism, because the real be- 
comes a mental process and product. Instrumental idealism 
replies that the subjective is the unreal ; that it is the uncertain 
and the false, that which is not available for control. The idealist 
does not reduce reality to terms of uncertainty and error, and 
from his standpoint the objection does not hold. Stated gener- 
ally, the judgment, that judgment is a controlling factor in the 
evolution of experience, is itself controlling and real. Judgment 
is therefore no mere subjective mental state. But the objector 
returns and asks, What of the judgment that the judgment 
that the judgment ad infinitum is valid ? There must always be 
a judgment, the last member of the series up to the present, 
which is still uncertain, untested. There must be a realm of un- 
certainty and possible error, which is, but is not real. That 
which controls in this logical sense is always objective, but the 
real is vastly more than the objective. ( II ) Control in the 
world of action is usually conceived negatively as external 
limitation to activity. Such characterizations of the real as 
' resistance to muscular effort,' ' limitation of activity,' ' deter- 
mination by negation,' ' uncontrollableness,' imply that the real 
is a sort of straightjacket of the mind. It was before sentience 
was and abides when sentience ceases. It is the working idea 
(i) of plain practical men, (2) of biology, (3) of most psychology, 
(4) of natural science ,(5) of the utilitarian type of epistemological 
theories, (6) of realistic epistemology in general. Objections to 
it are (1) that it makes reality unknowable, a thing-in-itself 
which never enters into the content of knowledge ; (2) that it 
makes the world of knowledge phenomenal and even subjective ; 
(3) that it presupposes a positive control opposed to the negative 
limitation of activity and exercised by the agent of the activity, 
the subject, or ego, or self. Nevertheless the subject or agent is 
by this definition unreal. The activity is set over against the 
control. This dualism is clearly stated in Baldwin's doctrine of 
' subjective ' and ' outer controls.' This dualism of controls is 
Kantian so far as it goes. It leads, in some, to the position that 



No. I.] AMERICAN PHILOSOPHICAL ASSOCIATION. $7 

the real subject of every judgment is outside the mind, while all 
that is predicated of it is inside the mind. The question how 
the one can refer to the other at all is unsolvable, and this is a 
reductio ad absurdum of the dualism. In any case, that which 
controls in the world of action is always objective, but implies 
much more which must be said to belong to the real world. 
( III ) Control in the world of immediacy. Here the real is 
determined by the free selection of a subject, ego, soul, or spirit. 
It has both a positive and a negative side, — a concentration upon 
what satisfies and withdrawal from what does not satisfy. By 
means of ' love ' and ' will,' we reach a point to which thought 
unaided cannot attain. The view is strong where the others are 
weak. But it is to be objected (i) that it acknowledges the ex- 
istence of something (called illusion, or evil, or negation, etc.) 
which is yet not real ; (2) that its reality is what we usually mean 
by nothing, or reality at large ; (3) that it is, from an ethical view- 
point, a form of self-indulgence which may become unmanly and 
immoral. Once more we are dealing with what for reflection 
must be objective and given, the datum of judgment. But it 
does not exhaust the real. ( IV ) Appeal might be made to 
social control ; but this cannot render the views discussed above 
more tenable, because the social character of the object of 
knowledge is presupposed by them. That which controls is 
still the objective only, and cannot be said to be equivalent to 
the real. 

The Ugly Infinite and the Good-For-Nothing Absolute. 

Charles M. Bakewell. 

Ever since philosophy began to emerge from the hylozoic age 
and to free itself from the bondage of picture making, it has been 
pursued by an antinomy which haunts it still, the antinomy of 
the infinite and the absolute. By infinite is here meant the 
boundless, the axstpov, ' the ever-not quite,' the endless regress, 
which is implied in empiricism, as the idealist views it ; and by 
the Absolute, the fixed and definite and final, whether as standard 
of reference, scale of worth, or world of meaning, which is the 
flaw in idealism as viewed by empiricism. It is not too much to 
say that most of the discussions of fundamental problems in 
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philosophy center in this antinomy, and that the chief effort of 
philosophers of subsequent times has been to discover a way of 
solving it. Moreover, when, with respect to any problem, one 
attempts, as is customary, to dichotomise philosophers, the 
principle on which the division is based turns on the relative 
importance assigned to one or the other - side of this antinomy. 
When philosophical discussions wax polemical, as occasionally 
they will, then one's opponent is supposed to have embraced 
simply one side of the antinomy, while blindly ignoring, or 
shamefully belittling, the reasons which make for the other side. 
This granted, the logical difficulties of his position are easily made 
evident, and adjectives of abuse add warmth to the> discussion. 
In earlier times the partisans of the absolute held sway, and the 
infinite, to which their opponents were said to be committed, was 
dubbed ' ugly,' about as strong a term of reproach as the Greek 
could find, for the ugly was the bad and the false made manifest. 
In recent times, and partly owing to the conquests made by the 
theory of evolution in all fields of knowledge, the partisans of the 
infinite are coming to be more and more boisterously in evidence, 
and they are returning the compliment. Their opponents' view 
leads, we are told, to an Absolute which is ' good-for-nothing,' 
as abusive an epithet as one can find in our strenuous and utili- 
tarian age. All who are not radical empiricists or immediatists, 
all who hold a doctrine of transcendence, of whatever variety, 
are declared absolutists. Passing by the realists who, from one 
point of view, must be ranked with the absolutists, and confining 
our attention to the idealists, these fall into two fairly distinct 
groups according as their real-ideal is taken statically or dynam- 
ically. The former group may, with some show of plausibility, 
be charged with introducing the conception of an Absolute which 
is useless in the interpretation of experience. Yet even here, as 
tested by actual results, the charge cannot be fully made good ; 
and what measure of utility this conception of the Absolute pos- 
sesses is readily explicable in the light cast back upon it by the 
more developed forms of dynamic idealism. As applied to the 
latter group, however, the charge is wholly without force. It 
rests upon the assumption that, because the idealist believes in a 
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world of eternal truth where values are assessed with finality, 
believes in a world of meaning which changes not with our shift- 
ing beliefs, he must, in order to make any significant use of such 
a conception, himself have had this completed vision, have 
reached finality. It would, indeed, be a glorious thing, as Soc- 
rates remarks in effect in the Phczdo, if one could only tell how 
things are by simply showing how it is best for them to be. 
That, however, would be the wisdom of God and not of man. 
"Still," he adds, "I had a second string to my bow" — and so 
have we. The idealist does not, in Profesor James's phrase, 
' affect omniscience.' He begins with experience just as he, with 
all his feebleness and limitations and ignorance, finds it. But he 
finds the value of the conception of the fixed of dynamic idealism 
in making intelligible the possibility of working away from this 
starting-point by definite and sure steps into a world of meaning 
where nothing is ever lost. Progress is progress, and not simply 
change, because a less complete view can once for all be set 
aside in favor of a more complete ; and this is clearly intelligible 
only provided they all have their position fixed in a scale of 
worth and meaning which we are gradually finding out, but 
which we do not make as suits our passing mood or present 
state or present felt need. This conception is one upon which 
we lean in every step in our search after truth and reality, and it 
is our continual, though sometimes tacit, dependence on it that 
gives us our faith that the game is worth while. 

Are Time and Space of Coordinate Philosophical Significance? 

Henry Rutgers Marshall. 

Our concepts of time and space are based upon our temporal 
and spatial experiences, (i) Our temporal experiences are de- 
termined by the existence, in connection with presentations, of 
some phase of time quality, which is a general quality of all 
presentations and, like the algedonic quality (pain-indifference- 
pleasure), displays three phases : pastness, presentness, futureness. 
One of these phases must attach to each specific presentation, as 
is shown by the fact that each presentation is discovered to dis- 
play some one of the three time phases if we choose to look for 
it. The time quality thus appears to be a general quality of all 
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presentations. That is to say, no presentation is ever timeless. 
(2) Our spatial experiences are also determined by the existence, 
in connection with presentations, of what we may call the spatial 
quality. If this spatial quality is a general quality of all presen- 
tations as the time quality is, then we should find that all presen- 
tations are spatially qualified, and that no presentation is non- 
spatial. But this proves not to be the case. For, although a 
large proportion of our presentations are spatially qualified, some 
of them are not. As instances of presentations which are not 
spatially qualified, we may note the group of concepts which 
cannot be traced back to percepts, e. g., ' factor of safety,' ' virtue ' ; 
and especially the so-called ' feelings of relation,' e. g., what Pro- 
fessor James calls the ' feeling of but,' which, as he says, is as defi- 
nitely a presentation as a feeling of blue. These concepts and 
feelings of relation are definite presentations, but they are not 
spatially qualified, i. e., they are non-spatial. (3) The spatial 
quality thus appears to be not a general quality of all presenta- 
tions, as is the case with the temporal quality, but a special 
quality which attaches to a very large proportion of, but not to 
all our presentations. The temporal quality and the spatial 
quality thus appear to be on different planes, so to speak ; and 
this leads us to ask whether, in consideration of the fact that our 
concepts of time and space are based respectively upon our tem- 
poral and spatial experiences, we are justified in classing time and 
space together and treating them as of coordinate philosophical 
significance, as is so commonly done in metaphysical writings of 
modern times. 
On Some Inadequacies of the Modern Theory of Judgment. 

W. H. Sheldon. 

The problem of judgment comprises three questions : the 
make-up of its content (both psychical and logical), the purpose 
which that content serves, and the fitness of the content to fulfill 
the purpose. These are the questions of structure, function, and 
their mutual adaptation. The generally accepted modern theory 
has revealed the function of the judgment-content (to refer to 
reality or to suggest action on the environment). Many logi- 
cians, also, have worked out theories of structure (the individual- 
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universal theory, the stimulus-reaction theory, the synthesis 
theory, the partition theory, etc.), but scarcely anyone has at- 
tempted to show how the structure is adapted to the function of 
suggesting reality. Herein lies the inadequacy of modern the- 
ories of judgment. 
Descriptive and Normative Sciences. Ernest Albee. 

[Published in full in this number (January, 1907) of the 
Philosophical Review.] 
Knowledge as Immediate Experience and a Function of Love. 

L. F. Hite. 

The knowledge of concrete experience, in so far as it is reflec- 
tive, is rational and more or less systematic ; but such knowledge 
presupposes immediate knowledge and rests upon it as its basis. 
Immediate knowledge is a unique, simple, complete experience, 
— a self-existent and self-sufficient whole — which contains in 
itself, unified and harmonized, all the complexity, variety, and 
relations which, by the developing processes of attention, reflec- 
tion, analysis, and synthesis, subsequently grow out of it. Ex- 
perience has two aspects, cognitive and emotional. The cogni- 
tive is that which is presented in the function of self-representation. 
Experience, in its first intention, is immediately self-conscious. In 
other words, knowledge is a function of experience such that the 
unique and individual existence of a given experience is self-rep- 
resented as this precise kind or quality. For example, the expe- 
rience of the blue sky is the existence of the blue as the precise 
quality of this self-represented experience. The paper devotes 
considerable space to showing in detail the nature of immediate 
knowledge by means of a construction which supposes a man 
placed under conditions where the only experience he can have 
is that of the blue sky. Then the situation is developed by 
adding sound, and finally by supposing all the senses to be 
opened at once. It is assumed in this case that there would be 
complete blending, and that the experience would be of the same 
type as the simple blue. It is maintained that the cognitive 
aspect of this experience is its existence as its own precise, unique 
kind or quality. The emotional, aesthetic, and voluntary aspects 
of the experience are interpreted and developed as characters 
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which are otherwise covered by the general term love. Love, 
in accordance with Swedenborg's doctrine, is taken as the funda- 
mental and all inclusive experience. In other words, experience 
at bottom is love, and all the functions and characters of experi- 
ence are developments of love. Love, in the process of self-rep- 
resentation, presents that aspect of experience which we call 
knowledge. Knowledge, as a complete systematic whole, would 
be the final stage of this process of self-representation. 

Cadwallader Colden of King's College. I. Woodbridge Riley. 
Cadwallader Colden (i 688-1 776), a graduate of Edinburgh 
University, Lieutenant-Governor of the province of New York, and 
an early patron of King's College, was the first and foremost of 
the American materialists. He was a friend of Samuel Johnson, 
the idealistic head of the college, and the correspondence between 
the two reads like veritable Berkeleian dialogues between Hylas 
and Philonous. Assuming that 'substance is power and force,' 
Colden formed a system of dynamic panpsychism somewhat in 
the manner of Toland's Pantheisticon, yet with peculiar variations 
of his own. A reactionary against Descartes, Colden was neither 
a local Leibniz nor a colonial Spinoza ; opposing the doctrine of 
the passivity of matter, he neither granted it the perceptions of 
the monad nor treated it as a necessary mode of the one and 
only substance. A follower of Hobbes, he was a materialist and 
yet not a total determinist ; in his physics he limited the activities 
of matter in accordance with its created essence, and in his meta- 
physics granted freedom of will to intelligent agents. Finally, a 
disciple of Newton, he was a dualist and yet not without a tend- 
ency to monism ; he granted the existence of intelligent agents 
and unintelligent matter, and still comprehended both under the 
loose conception of a plastic principle. Colden's position in the 
development of American thinking was in advance of ordinary 
eighteenth century deism, anticipated to a degree the New Eng- 
land transcendentalism, and issued in a movement essentially 
modern, — the resolution of matter into the mechanics of energy. 

Philosophy and Religion. A. T. Ormond. 
[Read by title ; no abstract furnished.] 
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The Meaning of Moral Goodness. Ralph Barton Perry. 

The phrase ' moral goodness ' signifies distinguishable and 
definable properties, possessed by certain objects or groups of 
objects, but capable of being abstracted ; i. e., moral goodness is 
a conception. The aim of the present paper is the elucidation of 
the real moral goodness contained in experience but only im- 
perfectly discerned in moral sentiment and opinion. The neces- 
sity of employing the terms ' moral ' and 'goodness' to qualify one 
another proves that the conception of moral goodness is not 
simple. There is a morality that is not good ; and a goodness 
that is not moral. In order, therefore, to define moral goodness, 
it is necessary to distinguish a field of moral values within which 
moral good, moral evil, and moral indifference are systematically 
related. Values which approximate morality appear when an 
organism is introduced into a mechanical system. Mechanical 
objects and mechanical action now bear favorably, unfavorably, 
or indifferently upon the organism's preservation ; and may be 
said to be good, bad, or indifferent, accordingly. These values 
are strictly extrinsic, and may be termed material or potential 
values. At the same time, there appear the values proper to the 
organism itself. The elementary organism is an organization 
whose action is determined, at any rate in part, by the law of its 
own preservation. Such action possesses value through its reflex 
consequences, whether beneficial, injurious, or indifferent. Good- 
ness, badness, and indifference, of this type may be termed ' bio- 
logical ' values. In the elementary organism there is but one un- 
differentiated interest, the instinct of self-preservation. Such acts 
as answer to this instinct do not as yet possess moral value. 
Such value arises only when simple interests become differentiated 
or affiliated in such wise as to form higher synthetic interests. 
The former appears in the case of the individual self, the latter in 
the case of the social group. In both cases the sub-interest 
possesses moral value in consideration of its bearing upon the 
controlling interest. In so far as the sub-interest contributes to 
the controlling interest, it possesses moral goodness ; in so far as 
it detracts from the controlling interest, it possesses moral evil ; 
and in so far as it is inappreciable in either respect, it possesses 
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moral indifference. Moral value, in the above sense, may be 
attributed to interested action, or conduct, to self-determining 
individuals, or selves, to institutions, to social groups, to ideals, 
and to principles. 

A Factor in the Evolution of Morality. F. C. French. 

Evolutionary writers in general have given far more attention 
to the objective than to the subjective side of the moral life. 
Action for the good of others, determined by instincts, habits, 
sympathetic impulses, and the like, appeared at an early stage of 
animal life ; but conscience, as a sense of duty and personal 
responsibility, does not emerge until a considerably later period 
in human development. Many facts point to the view that primi- 
tive self-consciousness was a group-consciousness rather than an 
individual self-consciousness. Morality does not begin on the 
subjective side until the ' cake of custom ' is broken and self-con- 
sciousness in the individual form appears. Not until this stage 
is reached can there be that self-determination essential to con- 
duct genuinely moral. This paper aims to show that the first 
rudimentary form of moral obligation is found in the taboo idea. 
Certain things are regarded as unspeakably dangerous and these 
must at all cost be avoided. If contact occurs by necessity or 
by accident, the person becomes infected by a sort of material 
contagion. He becomes himself an object of danger and must 
be tabooed until, by some process of purification, the infection 
has been removed. Various things are subject to taboo among 
different peoples ; but blood, a corpse, a new-born babe and its 
mother are almost universal objects of taboo the world over, as 
are also sacred things, i. e., whatever is associated with a people's 
religious rites. The taboo concept includes both the sacred and 
the accursed, the holy and the unclean. The impurity of the 
taboo object has nothing to do with our notion of uncleanliness. 
At a later stage of religious development (e. g., among the 
Hebrews) the taboos are regarded as commands of the deity, but 
this is an ex post facto explanation. Earlier than any organized 
religion, man learns to dread the mysteriously dangerous and to 
avoid the same. The mysterious is dreaded as containing some 
dire infection which must be avoided either by non-contact or 
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ceremonial purification. Touch not the unclean thing ' is the 
first categorical imperative. This primitive imperative, ethical in 
form but for the most part unethical in content, affords exactly 
the stepping stone, the missing link, that we need to bridge the 
chasm between the non-moral and the moral. Various writers on 
taboo have claimed for it great influence in developing respect 
for property, marriage, and human life ; its deeper and more 
essential ethical value, however, was in giving the first impetus 
to the birth of that sense of oughtness which has made man a 
responsible moral being. Taboo is conscience in embryo. 
Some Requisites of a Theory of Ethical Values. W. G. 

Everett. 

[Read by title ; no abstract furnished.] 
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